Exposures include conflict and displacement; status and vulnerability as a refugee or IDP. Detailed inclusion and exclusion criteria were described in the methods section.
√ Rationale for the selection and coding of data Data extracted from each of the studies were relevant to the population characteristics, study design, and outcome of interest. √ Assessment of confounding Conducted sensitivity analyses to look at effect of sampling designs across studies. The methodology of included studies typically do not address confounding.
√ Assessment of study quality, including blinding of quality assessors; stratification or regression on possible predictors of study results
We assessed internal consistency and validation of instruments, the designs of studies as probability or nonprobability samples qualitatively assessed potential publication bias. See Table 2 .
√ Assessment of heterogeneity Statistical heterogeneity was tested and prevalence proportions were pooled using a fixed-effect model if heterogeneity was limited; a random-effect model was used when there was a significant heterogeneity among the studies. See sensitivity analysis ( We discussed that potential of under reported results due to existing social stigma on sexual violence. We noted that the variations in methodology; case definitions; recall periods; and strengths of association to differences in quality of studies. √ Generalization of the conclusions
We discussed that our conclusion not generalizable beyond 14 countries in the limitation section. √ Guidelines for future research
In the discussion section, we discussed the importance of determining the prevalence of sexual violence among refugees and IDPs and the need to understand who the range of perpetrators may be as well as the physical locations and settings in which sexual violence is likely to occur. We also discussed the need for more uniform methods and common definitions in future research. √ Disclosure of funding source
The project was funded as a gift of the U.S. Government (U.S Department of State, Bureau of Population, Refugees, and Migration). No separate funding was necessary for the undertaking of this systematic review.
